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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
telephoned Mr. Wilson to discuss the scope of the instant claims with respect to prior art of record. More specifically, 
Mr. Wilson was advised that claims are interpreted in light of the specification, and since specification disclosed 
carbohydrates include cyclodextrin, the prior art citing formulations containing cyclodextrin appear to meet the 
limitations of the instant claims. Examiner suggested adding a negative limitation to independent claims 1 and 20 to 
more clearly distinguish them form prior art of record. The negative limitation was a reciation that cyclodextrin is not an 
Ingredient of the formulation. Mr. Wilson agreed. Claims 14, 17 and 25 were also discussed. It was agreed upon that 
claim 14 be amended to depend from claim 1 and claims 17 and 25 be cancelled. . 



